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Southern California Edison (SCE) respectfully submits this late-filed Notice of Ex Parte 

Communication.  On or about March 26, 2013, former SCE Executive Vice President of External 

Relations, Stephen Pickett, met with then-President Michael Peevey at the Bristol Hotel in 

Warsaw, Poland in connection with an industry event.  To the best of Mr. Pickett’s recollection, 

the meeting lasted approximately 30 minutes.  Mr. Pickett recalls that Ed Randolph, Director of 

the Energy Division, also was present for some or all of the meeting. 

The meeting was initiated by Mr. Peevey, who had requested an update on the status of 

SCE’s efforts to restart San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station (SONGS) Unit 2.  Mr. Pickett 

provided the requested update.  Thereafter, in the course of the meeting, Mr. Peevey initiated a 

communication on a framework for a possible resolution of the Order Instituting Investigation 

(OII) that he would consider acceptable but would nonetheless require agreement among at least 

some of the parties to the OII and presentation to and approval of such agreement by the full 

Commission.  Mr. Pickett believes that he expressed a brief reaction to at least one of Mr. 

Peevey’s comments.  Mr. Pickett took notes during the meeting, which Mr. Peevey kept; SCE 

does not have a copy of those notes.  

An ex parte notice was not filed at that time because it was believed that (a) Mr. Pickett’s 

update on SONGS restart efforts was permissible and not reportable, and (b) based on Mr. 

Pickett’s recounting of the conversation, the substantive communication on a framework for a 

possible resolution of the OII was made by Mr. Peevey to Mr. Pickett, and not from Mr. Pickett 

to Mr. Peevey.  However, based on further information received from Mr. Pickett last week, 

while Mr. Pickett does not recall exactly what he communicated to Mr. Peevey, it now appears 

that he may have crossed into a substantive communication.  While SCE believes that it is not 

clear cut whether Rule 8.4 requires this meeting to be reported, SCE provides this notice. 
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